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Remanded by unpubl i shed per curiam opi ni on.

Davi s Moses Leudvi ck, Appellant Pro Se.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Davi d Moses Leudvi ck appeals the district court’s order
dism ssing his petition for habeas corpus, 28 U.S.C. § 2241 (2000),
pursuant to Fed. R Cv. P. 41(b). After the district court
di sm ssed Leudvick's petition for failure to informthe court of a
new address, Leudvick filed a notice of appeal. He subsequently
filed a docunent tending to show that he did not have a new
address. The district court construed this docunent as a notion
for relief fromjudgnent pursuant to Fed. R Gv. P. 60(b)(1) and
i ssued an order indicating its inclination to grant the notion

See Fobian v. Storage Tech. Corp., 164 F.3d 887, 891 (4th Gr.

1999). Accordingly, we remand for the limted purpose of
consideration of the nerits of Leudvick s notion pursuant to Fed.
R Gv. P. 60(b). See Fobian at 892. W express no opinion on the
merits of the notion. W dispense with oral argunent because the
facts and legal contentions are adequately presented in the
materials before the court and argunment would not aid the
deci si onal process.

REMANDED



